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ABSTRACT 



The history, goals, organization and achievements of 
the Federal Library Committee (FLC) are examined in this graduate 
paper. A brief initial section relates the history of the Committee 
from the first recognition of its necessity through its planning, 
official creation and establishment of responsibilities, organization 
and funding. The body of the report seeks to describe the scope and 
achievements of the Committee by examining the projects of each of 
the ten individual task forces which compose its working structure: 
Acquisition of Library Materials, and Correlation of Federal Library 
Resources; Automation and Other Cooperative Services; Procurement of 
Library Materials; Public Relations; Role of Libraries in Information 
Systems; Recruiting of Personnel in Federal Libraries; Education; 
Physical Facilities; Inter-Library Loans; and Federal Libraries and 
Standards for Federal Library Service- The achievements of work 
groups outside the task force structure are also briefly summarized. 
The report concludes with a summary of major areas of concern of the 
FLC as a whole during the year 1970 and a prediction of possible 
directions, of development in the future. (JN) 
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PREFACE 

This paper was submitted to fulfill partial require- 
ments for the course, "American Library Resources," Library 
Science 5803, Spring terra, 1971, Miss Marguerite V. Clayton, 
professor. 
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INTRODUCTION 

The Federal Library Committee (FLC) was established 
iF March 1965., as a., official channel for cooperation and 
coordination of efforts to improve library service to the 
Federal Government. Due to its make-up, the FLC is an 
advisory body that recommends but cannot implement changes. 
Its success and future growth depends on the cooperative 
attitude of the Federal library community. 

To date, the July-October 1970 issue of Drexe 1 
Library Quarterly is the one major source of gathered infor- 
mation concerning the FLC. This source is invaluable, yet 
it gives a limited view of the FLC. It is hoped that the 
following paper will succeed in presenting a more detailed 
survey of the FLC than presently exists. The history, past 
and possible future value to the Federal and non-Federal 
library community, is considered and evaluated. 
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CHAPTER I 



EARLY HISTORY 

The idea of organized Federal library cooperation is 
not a new one. In fact, the idea began long ago and the 
Library of Congress (LC) has played a large part in its 
development. In 1896, when the Joint Committee on the 
Library of the H^use of Representatives and of the Senate 
held hearings concerning the condition of LC, Melvil Dewey, 
Secretary of the University of the State of New York, urged 
the Joint Committee to consider creating a "board of the 
most eminent citizens of the country” to give attention to 
the development and the consolidation of Federal library 
and cultural collections and services, particularly in 
relation to the development of LC and the extension of its 
services to other agencies and libraries. 

In 1935, the American Library Association (ALA) pub- 
lished a report, A Federal Library Agency and Federal Library 
Aid « which concluded that "A Federal agency is needed to give 
leadership to a coordination of Federal library activities.” 
This Federal library agency could provide leadership as well 
as coordinate library statistics and studies and help build 
the prestige needed to secure the recognition of the impor- 
tance of Federal libraries. 
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In 1937, the Executive Board of the ALA, as requested 
by the Advisory Committee on Education in Washington, ap- 
pointed a Special Committee on Federal Relations for the 
purpose of surveying library service throughout the nation, 
appraising the library services of the Federal Government, 
and suggesting a plan of action the Government could take in 
the futur development of its library resources.* This Com- 
mittee, headed by Carleton B. Joeckel, was to direct atten- 
tion to the variety and complexity of the library services 
of the Federal Government. The Committee’s Report recommended 
that: "A Federal Library Council should be established to 

coordinate the policies and procedures of the libraries of 
the Federal Government.” This agency would eliminate dupli- 
cation of services through a planned policy of library 
development and increase efficiency in administration. The 
Report recommended that the Council be appointed by the 
President, be composed of representatives of the Federal 
libraries, and have as chairman the Librarian of Congress. 

It should have a close relationship with the Bureau of the 
Budget so that the planning for Federal library development 
could be correlated with the general national planning. The 
Council f s functions would include advice on such matters as 
the determination of field of specialization of the various 
libraries, the formulation of selection policies, the finding 

*Marlene Morrisey, ’’Historical Development and Organi- 
zation of the Federal Library Committee,” Drexel Library 
Quarterly . VI ( July-Oc tober, 1970), 207. 
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of solutions to administrative and technical problems, 
cataloging and classification, staff recruitment, establish- 
ment of new libraries or the consolidation of existing 
libraries* * 

In 1940, the Committee on Federal Libraries of the 
District of Columbia Library Association reported that its 
chief objective during the year had been the establishment 
of a Federal Library Council* This effort grew out of a 
period of government reorganization in the late 1930’s. As 
bureaus were transferred, library collections were being 
broken up* This lack of stability led a group of Federal 
librarians to urge the creation of a Federal Library Council 
to "give consideration to the possibility of having several 
permanent, comprehensive special subject collections which 
would be maintained regardless of changes in Government 
reorgani zation. " During 1941-48, there were meetings of an 
informal group of librarians of various departments and 
agencies which called itself the "Informal Federal Librarian’s 
Council*" This Council discussed such matters as price 
schedules, procurement of foreign publication, civil service 
classification, duplication of a collection, and an inter- 
library loan code. In 1946, the Council made several recom- 
mendations, including the establishment of a formal council. 

An Executive Order was drafted, but the matter was not pur- 
sued and the Council was not formalized. This was due to the 

1 1 b id . , p. 208. 



fact that LC had received a grant to explore the subject of 
library cooperation and it was felt that the establishment 
of this Council anticipated the findings of + he survey. 

The January 28, 1947 Report of the LC Planning Com- 
mittee recommended "that the President of the United States 
be asked to establish by Executive Order a Federal Library 
Council" which would have as one objective the coordination 
of Federal libraries to provide the materials and services 
needed to carry on their work with efficiency, economy, and 
unnecessary duplication. This Report was submitted to the 
proper Congressional committees, but no action was taken. ^ 

The idea did not die. In February 1959, a few 
librarians, including Dr. Luther Evans, met to consider a 
proposal for the establishment of a study project "aimed at 
defining those areas of research in Federal library problems 
which would be desirable for the Federal Government to 
undertake. This survey was supported by the library 
associations of the District of Columbia and was finally 
undertaken by Luther Evans under the sponsorship of the 
Brookings Institute. The report. Federal Departmental 
Libraries , published in 1963, recommended the establishment 
of an informal advisory group "seeking to improve the 

*L. Quincy Mumford, "The Establishment of the 
Federal Library Committee: A Symposium," D. C . Librar ie s , 

XXXVI (Summer, 1965), 42. 

^Morrisey, "Historical Development and Organization 
of the Federal Library Committee," p. 212. 
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operations of Federal libraries.” The role of this body 

. . . should be investigatory and advisory. It should 

inform but not compel. Its influence must ultimately 
rest not upon its power, but upon the caliber of 
committee memoers, the quality of staff work, and the 
soundness of recommendations. It should express the 
point, and hopefully, the wisdom of librarians in a 
responsible and carefully documented manner. 

The Brookings* Institute study was the principal 
force in the creation of a formal body. Dr. Mumford, 
Librarian of Congress, met with the Deputy Director of the 
Bureau of the Budget to discuss the creation of the Federal 
Library Council. At the request of the Bureau of the Budget, 
Dr. Mumford took the initiative in assembling a group of 
interested persons to investigate^ the possibility of estab- 
lishing a permanent body and to consider the range of prob- 
lems to be dealt with. (It should be noted that the name 
’’Federal Library Council” was used until the publication of 
Budget Circular A -6 3 which prohibited the use of ” Council" 
or ’’Commission’’ except for bodies established by Executive 
Order or by statute, so the name was changed to Federal 
Library Committee. ) This group formed the planning body and 
made the basic decisions as to membership and the general 
plan of committee activities. To keep the Committee small, 
the planning body decided that the major executive depart- 
ments as well as the three national libraries should be 
represented. In addition to the permanent members, there 
should be six other members, representing six independent 




1 rbid_. , p. 213. 
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agencies, selected on a rotating basis for a two-year tenure. 
It was recognized that if the Committee was to be effective, 
the members must be able to speak for their agency, and 
therefore the Committee members should be appointed by the 
agency head. The Librarian of Congress was asked to serve 
as Ch a i rma n . 

It was considered important to involve as many 
Federal librarians as possible in the work of the Committee. 
Federal librarians would serve on the various task groups to 
work on problems assigned by the Committee. It was antici- 
pated that conferences would be held to discuss matters of 
interest to the entire Federal library community. 

The Federal Council for Science and Technology was 
used as the model for the organization and management of the 
Committee. A permanent executive secretary and a structure 
of committees or task groups working on problems was incor- 
porated . * 



1 Ibid . . p. 214. 
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CHAPTER II 

ORGANIZATION OF THE FLC 

On March 11, 1965, the formation of the Federal 

Library Committee (FLC) as an inter-agency committee estab- 
lished under the auspices of the Bureau of the Budget and 
LC 1 was announced by a press release. ^ FLC was established 
for the purpose of concentrating the intellectual resources 
present in the Federal library and library-related informa- 
tion science community to accomplish three main objectives: 

1. achieve better utilization of library resources 
and facilities; 

2. provide more effective planning, development and 
operation of Federal libraries; and 

3. promote an optimum exchange of experience, skill 
and r e s ou rc e s . 

The members of the Committee as established by the planning 
body were announced as were the official observers. To 
date, the basic structure and objectives of FLC have not 
changed. (See Appendices I and II.) 



^Federal Library Committee, The Federal Library 
Mission: A Statement of Principles and Guidelines (Washing- 
ton: Federal Library Committee, 1969), p. 1. 

^Morrisey, " Historical Development and Organization — 
of the Federal Library Committee,” p. 215. 

Kurt Cylke, "Federal Library Committee: Back- 

ground, Organization, and projects,” Proceedings of a 
Conference on Federal Information Resources Identification , 
Availability and Use (Washington, D. C., 1970), p. 4. 
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On March 23, 1965, the FLC conducted its first 

meeting. It was decided that the Committee would meet oiice 
a month and that the Chairman, with the consent of the 
members, could appoint a temporary Chairman. The functional 
approaches for the FLC were outlined as follows: 

The Committee shall on a Government-wide basis 
(1) consider policies and problems relating to Federal 
libraries, (2) evaluate existing Federal library pro- 
grams and resources, (3) determine priorities among 
library issues requiring attention, (4) examine the 
organization and policies for acquiring, preserving, 
and making information available, (5) study the need 
for a;nd potential of technological innovation in 
library practices, (6) study library budgeting and 
staffing problems, including the recruiting, education, 
training, and remuneration of librarians. 

Within these areas the Committee shall recommend 
policies and other measures . . . to promote mere effec- 

tive service to the nation at large. The Committee 
shall consider and recommend measures for the imple- 
mentation of Federal library policies and programs, 
and shall serve as a forum for the communication of 
information among Federal librarians and library users. 

These approaches have remained unchanged. (See Appendix III.) 

It was agreed that the FLC would establish working 
groups for the purpose of conducting studies and making 
report! These work groups or task forces would be appointed 
to deal with specific problems. Task Forces were established 
in each of the following areas: automation, acquisition of 

library materials and correlation of Federal library 

p 

resources, mission of the Federal library and standards 



^Morrisey, "Historical Development and Organization 
of the Federal Library Committee," pp. 220-21. 

2 Ibid . . p. 222. 
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for Federal library service, procurement procedures, inter- 
library loan arrangements,' and recruitment of library 
personnel. Membership in these Task Forces was left up 
to the Chairman of the Task Force. ^ Today, the Task Forces 
are urged to bring their projects to the attention of the full 
Committee. The projects are discussed, modified if necessary, 
and then voted on by the full Committee. 

It was also agreed that the recommendations of the 
FLC would not be binding on any department. The recommenda- 
tions would be transmitted to the proper authority for con- 
sideration and implementation. The Bureau of the Budget 
agreed to present problems, suggest solutions and seek the 
cooperation of the executive departments and agencies. The 
implementation of any recommendations would be the concern 
of the department. It was recognized that the Committee's 
work did not end when the studies and rec omme nda t i r n s were 
completed. The Committee would give continuous and careful 

follow-up to determine the degree of implementation of its 
3 

recommendations. 

The important orders of business were the matters of 
an Executive Secretary and the financial support the FLC 



1 Ibid . . p. 223. 



^Federal Library Committee, Executive Advisory 
Committee Minutes of Meetings Number 1 - Number 6 (May 1970- 
December 1970). (Typewritten.) 




^Morrisey, '’Historical Development and Organization 
of the Federal Library Committee," p. 222. 
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would need to operate. Mr. Paul Howard was secured fro* the 
Department of the Interior on a part time basis, 1 until 
March 1, 1966, when his position became full time. 4 The 
Council on Library Resources (CLR) was asked for a grant of 
$97,650 for a three year period to provide funds for employ- 
ing a secretariat and for administrative expenses. The 
understanding was made that if the operation was successful 
enough to justify an appropriation request, LC would make 
the request for subsequent years. 3 In June 1965, an interim 
grant of $10,000 was authorized by CLR. In December 1965, 
the additional $87,650 was granted. 4 It was realized that 
a yearly budget . of $32, 550. would not be sufficient to support 
the activities of the FLC and the Task Forces. As a result, 
one of the principal responsibilities of the Secretariat 
was to explore possible sources of funding, including the 
financing of special projects by other agencies. Since 
Paul Howard was employed on a part-time basis as the Execu- 
tive Secretary, the funds not used for his support were 
used for FLC activities. After much investigation, the 
United States Office of Education (USOE) and the Technical 

1 1 b i d . , p. 223. 

2 Ibid. , p. 225. 

3 F. K. Cylke and Margrett B. Zenich, "Funding 
Library Research in the Federal Government," Drexel Library 
Ou a rter 1 v . VI ( Ju ly-Oc t obe r , 1970), 323. 

4 Morrisey, "Historical Development and Organization 
of the Federal Library Committee," p. 224. 
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Information Support Activities (TISA) proved to be the best 
sources for funds. It wa s ‘ d i f f icul t for the USOE to trans- 
fer research funds to other Federal agencies or to establish 
research contracts with other Federal agencies. This problem 
was resolved by persuading universities to submit research 
proposals dealing with Federal library problems, and by 
having the USOE send out ’’Requests for Proposals” to prospec- 
tive contractors. In this way, the USOE has supported three 
major activities. * 

In 1968, the FLC had firmly established itself and 
the CLR grant expired. As pre-agreed, LC requested two 
positions, the Executive Secretary and his clerical assistant, 
and these positions were granted. ^ 

FLC has been able to serve as a catalyst in seeing 
that Federal funds are used to some extent in working on 
Federal library problems. It has not had control over large 
funds, but it has succeeded in securing funds for its pro- 
grams. Through calendar year 1969, a total of $660,490 had 
been spent on FLC research. As programs expand, additional 

o 

sources of funds will have to be found. Mr. Paul Howard 
stated in a presentation in 1969, "A way needs to be found 

1 Cylke and Zenich, "Funding Library Research in the 
Federal Government, ’’ p. 323. 

^Morrisey, "Historical Development and Organization 
of the Federal Library Committee," p. 230. 

^Cylke and Zenich, "Funding Library Research in the 
Federal Government," p. 230. 

16 
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for everyone to contribute according to their resources, 
this will mean more interest in the Commi 1 1 e e . ,f * Possibly, 
investigation into this area is needed. 

FLC had great hopes for itself, so it carved out 
some challenging and ambitious objectives. It did so 
because it believed that through its efforts many things 
of permanent value could result. Firstly, FLC wanted to 
solve some of the pressing problems of the Federal library 
community. These problems were given priority ratings and 
would be dealt with accordingly. Secondly, FLC wanted to 
develop a framework within which policy decisions regarding 
the Federal library community could be made. Thirdly, it 
was hoped that the FLC would be able to put new vitality 
and vision into Federal library activities. Finally, it 
was hoped that through FLC efforts the Federal libraries 
would be brought into closer relationships with the activ- 
ities occurring in the information field. ^ 




^Morrisey, ’’Historical Development and Organization 
of the Federal Library Committee,” p. 231. 

^Mumford, ’’The Establishment of the Federal Library 
Committee: A Symposium,-” p. 45. 




CHAPTER III 



STRUCTURED EFFORTS 

FLC adopted the Task Force/Sub-Committee/Work Group 
operating method to accom'plish its goals. At the outset, 
much activity was evident. As of April 1970, it was reported 
that out of the ten Task Forces about five have not met for 
some time and some have been engaged primarily in monitoring 
projects.* 



Acquisitions 

The Task Force on the Acquisition of Library Materials 
and Correlation of Federal Library Resources which was estab- 
lished in 1965 gave its attention to defining its mission. 

This mission was stated as: 

to review and report upon acquisition and retention 
policies of Federal libraries, to evaluate holdings 
which may be appropriate for inclusion in a correlated 
program, to investigate and report upon problems 
related to the correlation of Federal library collec- 
tions with other information activities, and to recom- 
mend programs and methods of correlating research 
collections of Federal libraries with other resources 
both within and without the Federal establishment. 2 

After defining its mission and methods of implementation, the 



* FLC Newsletter , No.. 42 (April, 1970), p. 2. 



^ U. S. Library of Congress Information Bulletin , 
XXV (July 7, 1966), 380. 
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Task Force produced a "Declaration of Intention" concerning 
library collections and services.* 

The Task Force has directed its attention to ful- 
filling its mission and to ensuring that no subject area of 
interest to the Government or the Nation should remain un- 
covered. The number of libraries involved, the varied types 
of materials, the different methods of organization, and the 
different emphasis in the collections precluded the feasi- 
bility of using conventional means of bibliographical 
control. An appropriate methodology for analysis, evaluation, 
and reporting of results was a requisite. 

A number of unsatisfactory methods were eliminated. 

Two methods which showed the most promise were examined and 
tested. The first of these involved the searching of two 
subjects, Mathematics and Transportation, through as many 
libraries in the Washington area as appeared to include the 
subject in the collection. 

The second method involved a library by library 
study using a standardized thesaurus and uniform criteria 
for determining collection levels in terms of research 
potential. The report indicated that the method was suc- 
cessful taking into account the limited time and funds. 

Also, the data obtained could be maintained in machine- 

n 

readable form. 




* FLC Newsletter , No. 4 (June 30, 1966), p. 2. 
^ FLC Newsletter , No. 32 (May, 1969), p. 3. 
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The success of this activity resulted in a $140,000 
grant from the Office of Education in 1968 to George 
Washington University's Biological Sciences Communication 
Project to conduct a study. Concentration was centered on 
those libraries maintaining extensive or unique subject 
collections of research materials.* A fifteen item ques- 
tionnaire was sent to 578 libraries and a total number of 
188 questionnaires were processed. ^ The objectives of this 
study were stated as follows: 

1. To determine on a systematic, comparative basis 
the nature of the various collections in selected 
U. S. Federal libraries; the subjects, or portions 
of subjects included; the scope, the coverage; the 
types of materials; the availability to researchers; 
the permanence and currency of these collections; 
and the library services in the Federal Government 
that can contribute materially toward building an 
integrated network of resources. 

2. To publish a final comprehensive report which will 
list the information obtained in a manner suitable 
for interpretation and evaluation and which will 
provide : 

a. A List in Alphabetical Order of Subjects 
Included in the Libraries Studied; 

b. A List of Subjects Arranged by the Dewey Decimal 
Classification Together with Identification by 
Code of Libraries having Holdings in the Subjects 
Designated, and an Indication of the Depth of 
Holdings; the Types of Materials; the Avail- 
ability to Researchers; and the Permanency and 
Currency of these Collections; 

c. The same material, arranged by the name of the 
library, in alphabetical order; 

d. A Geographical Index by Zip Code Number. 3 



- ibid . , p . 4 . 

2wildred Benson and William J. Welsh, "Federal 
Library Research Collections," Drexel Library Quarterly , VI 
( July-October , 1970), 242. 

3 flC Newsletter , No. 32 (May, 1969), p. 4. 
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The study was divided into two phases, Phase One being 
devoted to the preparation' for the study, and Phase Two to 
gathering of data, evaluation, interpretation, and recording 
of the data in its final form. 

Work began in 1968 on this project and was completed 
with the September 1970 publication of A Study of Resource s 
and Major Subject Headings Available in U. S. Federal 
Libraries Maintaining Extensive or Unique Collections of 
Research Materials . 

As well as serving as the basis for establishing a 

coordinated network of Federal libraries, it will: 

1. Constitute a major new reference tool covering the 
significant holdings of Federal libraries through- 
out the country on a coordinated and comparative 
basis; 

2. Indicate library resource capability for any agency 
or agencies which may consider assuming Government- 
wide information responsibility in a specific 

s ub j ect area;. 

3. indicate gaps or weaknesses in the total information 
resources of the Federal Government in order to lead 
to corrective action; 

4. Indicate the degree of availability to scholars and 
public of the collection of each library; 

5. Indicate which collections, or parts of collections, 
are permanently retained and which are maintained 
for only temporary use, so that coordination may be 
achieved within the total Federal library network 
for the maintenance and preservation of collections; 

6. Make possible the formulation of recommendations for 
a more efficient and logical coordination of 
acquisition and collections development policies; 

7. Serve as a management tool in library network 
development . 1 



Automation 

The Task Force on Automation and Other Cooperative 
Services grew out of informal exchanges of information and 



1 1 b i d . , p . 6 . • 
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the recognition that closer cooperation and agreement on 
definite national objectives were needed by the three 
national libraries. Several objectives were announced at 
i t s begi nn i ng : 

. * . resolution of incompatible practices in descrip- 

tive and subject cataloging, agreement on machine- 
readable cataloging data formats, establishment of a 
program to create a machine-readable bank of informa- 
tion on serial publications, and development of joint 
catalog-card and book-catalog services. i 

The three directors of the National libraries con- 
stitute a coordinating committee which meets as needed to 
resolve questions or to act on Task Force recommendations. 
Ten working groups have been established to pursue specific 
problems. The problem meriting special attention is the 
development of a national data bank of machine-readable 
information, for identifying and locating millions of serial 
titles held by American research libraries. ^ 

The Task Force established other objectives that did 
not relate directly to the three National libraries. These 
were stated in the following manner: 

The purpose of this task force is to review and report 
upon the status of automation in Federal libraries, 
to encourage development of compatible automation 
systems where feasible, to furnish guidance to Federal 
administrators and librarians on automation problems 
in libraries, and to provide liaison between Federal 



^Library of Congress, f, U. S. National Libraries Task 
Force on Automation and Other Cooperative Services Progress 
Report Number 1, November 1967, " U. S. Library of Congress 
Information Bullet in , XXVI (November 30, 1967), 795. 

^FLC Newsletter . No. 20 (April, 1968), p. 2. 
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libraries and other groups interested in the applica- 
tion of automatic data processing to information and 
document retrieval. * 

The first activity of the Task Force was an attempt to ac- 
complish the mission objective "to review and report upon 
the status of automation in Federal libraries" through the 
means of a questionnaire. This questionnaire was sent to 
over 1,000 Federal libraries and 350 responded. Out of this 
number only 50 reported automation systems. 2 

It was clear that automation techniques were not 
widely used in Federal libraries. It was evident that a 
majority of Federal libraries needed guidance in this area. 
The Task Force therefore turned its attention toward efforts 
to encourage automation application through two activities, 
the training of Federal librarians in automation, and an 
in-depth study of the application and needs in automation 
with the hope of developing specific guidelines. 

In 1967, as part of the training activity, a Workshop 
on Automation in Federal Libraries was held. In 1968, it was 
decided that the education of librarians in automation would 
properly fit into the responsibilities of the Task Force on 
Library Education. 

The work of the Task Force has followed a four phase 
program of the following objectives: 

^Madeline Henderson and Paul L. Berry, "Progress of 
Federal Library Automation," Drexel Library Quarterly , VI 
( July-October, 1970), 251. 
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1. To review and appraise automated techniques and 
on-going and planned automation developments 
directed to library applications. 

2. To define library functions not automated or 
scheduled for automation, which would benefit 
from au t oma t i o n . 

3. To develop a generalized automated system design, 
including subsystems, for all of the functions 

of the Federal library community visualized for 
the period 1970-1975, 

4. To establish a detailed study and design sequences 
for subsystems, including model system proposals, 
for stepwise implementation of the system within 
the Federal library community. 1 

The staff of the National Bureau of Standards conducted a 

survey^ of the literature of library automation to determine 

the developments, trends, and gaps in the areas of planning 

and processing. This literature search resulted in the 1967 

publication of Summary Reconnaissance Paper on Trend " Towar d 

Library Automation Based on an Init i al Analysis of the 

Literature . 

In 1968, the Bureau of Research of the USOE con- 
tracted with the Information Dynamics Corporation for a 
study of Development Trends in Library and Information Center 
Automation.^ The second phase resulted in the collection 
and partial analysis of data relating to types of Federal 

libraries, their levels of automation, and the factors 

5 

influencing the automation activities. 



1 lb id . , p. 252. 

2 Ibid . . p. 253. 

^FLC Newsletter . No. 24 (September, 1968), p. 5. 
4 Ibid . 

^Henderson and Berry, "Progress of Federal Library 
Automat i on, ” p. 255. 
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. On May 11, 1970, the System Development Corporation 

( SDC ) was awarded a contract in the amount of $119,300 by 
the USOE to pursue the third phase of the program. SDC will 
"Conduct an Analysis of Automated Federal Library Programs 
tothe Purpose of Establishing -Feasibility Criteria and as a 
Basis for Development of a Generalized Automated System 
Design." The ultimate goal is to provide the framework for 
the rational exploitation of automation in individual Federal 
libraries and for the development of generalized and co- 
ordinated automated library systems. 

There will be two major products resulting from this 
study. The first is to. be a handbook for Federal library 
administrators and systems analysts who h a ve irnmed ia te need 
for guidelines and decision aids for analyzing, planning, 
implementing, managing, and evaluating automated library 
systems. The handbook will have guidelines for feasibility 
studies and resource material for systems analysis studies, 
and for library automation projects. Flow charts for major 
library functions as well as appendices of statistical data 
and detailed case histories of automated library functions 
will be included. 

The second product will be a comprehensive report 
summarizing the study results as they relate to planning and 
developing generalized compatible automated systems for 
Federal libraries. It will be addressed • to those responsible 
for planning at the agency and inter-agency levels and will 
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interpret findings, examine important issues, and recommend 
areas for further study. * This study is scheduled for 
completion in May, 1971. 

As of March 1971, the Task Force on Automation was 
scheduled to sponsor a Meeting of Users of Remote Console 
Systems with the Committee on Scientific and Technical 
Information (COSATI) Panels 1 and 6 and the Center for 
Computer Sciences and Technology of the National Bureau of 

Standards. 2 

In 1968, representatives of a group of Government map 
librarians met to discuss the status of automation in map 
libraries. ^ Th ere suit, was the., establishment of. the Map 
Library Work Group of the~~Ta sk~ Force on Automation, which is 
discussion not action oriented . The purpose of this group 
is stated as foil ows : 

. , . . tore view. land report upon the. status of automation 

in Federal map and chart libraries, and to-, encourage 
development of compatible automation systems where 
feasible; to furnish guidance to Federal administrators 
and l ibrarians on automa t ion problems i n map and : cha r t 
libraries; and to pr* ride liaison between Federal map 
and chart libraries and other groups interested in the 
application of automatic data processing to information 
and document retrieval in the fields of cartographic 



^Federal Library Committee, Annual Report Fiscal 
Year 1970 (Washington, D. C, : Federal Library Committee, 

1970) , pp. 1 1-12 
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^Federal Library Committee, Executive Secretary’s 
Agenda , Wed nesday, March 2.4, 1971* (Typewritten.) 

^FLC Newsle t ter « No . 27 (December, 19.68)., : p. 3. 
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and related geophysical data and in other automation- 
related problems.! 



Procurement 



The procurement of library materials is a difficult 
and complicated procedurei : It is beset with many rules and 
regulations which were designed primari ly for other types of 
materials. Besides varying interpretations, procurement of 
library materials is usually handled by procurement officers 
outside the library who are not fully acquainted with library 
needs and services and are not responsible to the library. 

One of the first actions of the FLC was to establish 

a Task Force on the • Procurement of Library Materials. ^ The 

purpose of the Task Force is: ' 

... to review and compile the laws and regulations 
related to procurement and disposal of library 
materials for Federal libraries; to review existing 
procurement practices; to recommend revision in laws, 
regulations, or practices which will facilitate the 
procurement of library materials and contribute to 
the economy and efficiency of Federal libraries. 3 

The Task Force decided that it would concern itself only with 
informational materials^ regardless of format. A book procure- 
ment Sub-Committee was established to deal with -this area. 




^Federal Library Committee, Program, February 9, 
1970, p., 5. (Typewritten.) 

^Paul Howard, "Additional Federal Library Committee 
Activities," Drexel Library Quarterly . VI ( Ju ly-Oc t obe r , 

. 1970), 336. , 

^ L , Quincy Mum ford and Paul Howard, "The Federal 
Library Committee," Bowker Annual of Library and Boo k Trade 
Informa t i on (New York: Bowker, 1967), p. 114. 
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